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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public use or on 
sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United States. 

2. Claims 1,4-7, 10-13, 15, 18-21, 24 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as 
being anticipated by Shichinohe et al 4 940. 

Shichinohe shows a vehicle having an internal combustion engine, a saddle-riding seat 3, 
a steering assembly and a drive system mounted to a vehicle body (figure 1), wherein the internal 
combustion engine E comprises a crankshaft 16 mounted in a crankcase 9 along a first axis with 
a coupling means having a drive member 32 coupled to a driven member 32o which are located 
along the first axis and coupled with the crankshaft and a transmission T (figure 4), wherein the 
coupling means has the drive member and the driven member rotatably mounted generally 
within the crankcase, and the driven member is supported at a first end and a second end within 
the crankcase with bearings as shown in figure 4, such that the driven member is rotatably 
supported by the crankcase as broadly claimed as clearly shown in figure 4 via the crank shaft 
and wherein the drive member and driven member would rotate at the same speed and the drive 
member is permanently meshed within the driven member . 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 2, 3, 14, 23 and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shichinohe et al '940 in view of Barthruff '279. 

Shichinohe disclosed a vehicle with a coupling system having the drive member (clutch) 
and driven member which are mounted within the crankcase and extend along an axis and are 
coupled to a transmission as claimed, but failed to show a coupling means, wherein a damper 
portion has at least one cushioning member located between the drive member and the driven 
member, wherein the driven member covers the drive member and the damper portion. 

Barthruff discloses an internal combustion engine which incorporates a coupling means 
which is located generally within a crankcase (figure 1) which shows a drive member 31 coupled 
to a driven member 21 by a dampening means 34 having the driven member covering the damper 
portion 34 and the drive member, wherein the driven member is directly supported by the 
crankcase at bearing 25. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified the coupling means of the internal combustion engine of Shichinohe 
vehicle with an alternative or modified coupling system which provides a dampened connection 
between a crankcase supported driven member and a drive member during start-up as taught by 
Barthruff coupling means by incorporating a coupling means that utilizes a driven member 
covering the drive member and damper portion of the coupling system as suggested by Barthruff 
for enhancing the coupling means with a shock absorbing connection between the drive and 
driven members in the coupling system. 
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5. Claims 8, 9, 16 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shichinohe et al '940 in view of Shaw '275. 

Shichinohe disclosed a vehicle; such as an all-terrain vehicle (figure 1), comprising a 
drive system and a steering assembly, but failed to disclose the vehicle having a steering 
assembly coupled to one or more skis and wherein the drive system comprises a drive track. 

Shaw discloses an all-terrain vehicle (figure 1, column 1, lines 13-19), wherein the drive 
system comprises an alternative drive means; such as a drive track, and wherein the steering 
assembly is coupled to one or more skis as claimed. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to have modified the all-terrain vehicle of Shichinohe with a modified or alternative 
drive means and steering means as suggested by Shaw in order to further enhance the use of the 
vehicle in other driving conditions as suggested by Shaw all-terrain vehicle having skis steered 
by the steering assembly and driven by a drive track to better drive and steer the vehicle 
dependent upon users preference and the terrain intended. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

6. Claims 22 and 26 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 
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Response to Arguments 
7. Applicant's arguments filed 6/27/05 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. In response to applicant's argument that the references must be identically shown in 
a single reference, the examiner disagrees because according to rejection under 102 to anticipate 
a claim, the reference only must teach every element of the claim as read in the MPEP, chapter 
2100, under 2131 [R-l] Anticipation — Application of 35 U.S.C. 102(a), (b), and (e): 

"A claim is anticipated only if each and every element as set forth in the claim is 

found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single prior art reference." 

Verdegaal Bros. v. Union Oil Co. of California, 814 F.2d 628, 631, 2 USPQ2d 

1051, 1053 (Fed. Cir. 1987). 
Therefore the rejection is considered valid because Shichinohe et al as read is viewed as teaching 
the cited features of the broadly recited claims and further in response to applicant's argument 
that the references fail to show certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the 
features upon which applicant relies in his arguments (i.e., the configuration to reduce or 
eliminate bending loads applied to the input shaft through interaction of the drive belt and drive 
pulley not being transferred to the crankshaft but rather to bearings) are not recited in the 
rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations 
from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181, 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). Further regarding applicants' dependent claims, applicant's 
arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1. 1 1 1(b) because they amount to a general allegation that 
the claims define a patentable invention without specifically pointing out how the language of 
the claims patentably distinguishes them from the references. 
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Conclusion 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Yeagley whose telephone number is (571)-272-6655. The 
examiner can normally be reached on Mon. - Fri; first Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lesley D. Morris can be reached on (571) - 272 - 665 1. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



D.Y. 
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